This book is an innovative exploration in social history, showing how the practices surrounding death and burial can illuminate urban culture and experience. Vanessa Harding focuses on the crowded and turbulent worlds of early modern London and Paris, and makes use of rich contemporary documentation to compare and contrast their experience of dealing with the dead. The two cities shared many of the problems and pressures of urban life, including high mortality rates, and a tradition of Christian burial, and there are many similarities in their responses to death. The treatment of the dead reveals the communities' preoccupation with the use of space, control of the physical environment, and the ordering of society and social behaviour. But the impact of Reformation called into question many traditional attitudes, and although London was fairly successful in establishing a new consensus, burial of the dead became a serious point of conflict in Paris.
This study had a very precise and identifiable starting-point, recounted in Chapter 1. After that, it ramified into a number of different enquiries, some of which I have written up elsewhere, before returning to the first questions. The book, therefore, has taken longer to make than the human body allegedly takes to unmake: 'Faith, if he be not rotten before he die . . . he will last you some eight year, or nine year' (Hamlet, Act 5, Scene 1). Without taking an unsavoury metaphor too far, I can at least claim to have been involved in an equally lengthy process of transformation of material, and ultimately, I hope, the constitution of new meaning.
Over that period I have incurred many debts which I now have pleasure in acknowledging. The book could not have been written without the two periods of study leave granted by Birkbeck College, the first of which was spent in archives in London and Paris and the second, some years later, in writing up in New York. In between came a stint of administration, demanding but not thankless, which certainly delayed progress, but it is fair to add that the book would not have been written without the stimulus of working in such a lively and intellectually productive department, with colleagues and students whose enthusiasm for the study of history never flags. I thank Birkbeck also for the research grants that supported my periods of study leave, and for conference grants to give papers on death and burial to new audiences. 
Note
Dates New-style dates are used throughout. London and Paris were following the Gregorian and Julian calendars respectively for most of the period covered here, but this has no significant impact on the discussion.
Spelling
Although this book is written primarily with an English-speaking reader in mind, there is inevitably much quotation from French writings. On the whole these are straightforward and have not been translated, after the first appearance of common terms, except where problems in translation contribute to the discussion. In quotations from sixteenth-and seventeenth-century French sources I have followed the original spelling but added an accent to distinguish the tonic from the atonic 'e' at the end of a word.
Money
Both England and France used a similar currency structure, with the measure of value being the pound (£) or livre, made up of 20 shillings (s.) or sous (occasionally sols), each of which contained 12 pence (d.) or deniers. In France this is slightly complicated by the existence of two currencies, the livre tournois and livre parisis, the latter really a relic currency, exchanged against tournois at the rate of 16 sous parisis to the livre tournois. In the contemporary sources used for this book, the kind of money in which transactions were made is not always specified, but it may be assumed to be the livre tournois unless otherwise stated (see P. value varied according to the bullion content and the currency practices of governments. The face value of the English gold noble was 6s. 8d., while the Frenchécu d'or was approximately 2 livres. The English mark was a notional sum or money of account worth two-thirds of a pound or 13s. 4d. It is difficult to find any reliable way of establishing equivalents between French and English money for this period. At the end of the fifteenth century, the pound sterling's exchange value was 8 livres tournois (based on Spufford, Handbook of medieval exchange, pp. 179, 201) . For purposes of comparison, however, it is the purchasing value rather than the exchange rate between sterling and the livre tournois that matters. Given serious inflation during the period (see S. Rappaport, Worlds within worlds: structures of life in sixteenth-century London (Cambridge, 1989) , esp. p. 155; J.-P. Babelon, Nouvelle histoire de Paris. Paris au XVIe siècle (Paris, 1986), pp. 295-314) , this is particularly hard to assess. In 1572, a French royal edict set the daily wage of a master mason and carpenter at 12 sols tournois, and that of a labourer at 6 sols, but these rates were probably unrealistically lower than the wages really offered (Babelon, Paris au XVIe siècle, p. 299). The mayor and aldermen set London wages in 1586 at 13d. a day for a mason, tiler, or plaisterer, and 14d. for a joiner. 'Common labourers' were to have 9d. a day (R. H. Tawney and E. Power (eds.), Tudor economic documents, 3 vols. (London, 1924) , vol. I: Agriculture and industry, pp. 369-70). These too may be unrealistically low: cf. J. Boulton, 'Wage labour in seventeenth-century London ', Economic History Review 49 (1996) , 268-90. If they do offer a valid base for comparison, the equivalence rate of the pound sterling and the livre tournois was between 1 : 8 and 1 : 11. An alternative source for comparison would be the annual cost of an obit or anniversary commemoration. This appears to have been 10s. in London in 1548 (C. Kitching (ed.), The London and Middlesex chantry certificate of 1548 (London Record Society 16, 1980) , passim). Several obits were founded in the church of Saint-Gervais in Paris in the midsixteenth century for 10 or 12 livres rent (AN, LL 752, . Taken together, these would suggest either that ecclesiastical services were relatively more expensive in Paris than in London -perhaps because more was offered -or that an appropriate rate to compare sums in pounds sterling with sums in livres tournois for the mid-to late sixteenth century would be well over 1 : 10 and perhaps close to 1 : 20.
Measurements
Both England and France measured length in feet (pieds) and inches (pouces), the French foot being slightly longer than the English. I have
